The effective noise intensity D that is used to evaluate theoretical value of C 1 throughout the original paper is inaccurate. In Sec. III A, we derived the piecewise-linear FitzHugh-Nagumo (plFHN) neuron model, and we introduced the noise scaling ξ (t) → 7τ ξ(t) in correspondence with the time scaling t → 7τt. However, the noise should be scaled as ξ (t) → √ 7τ ξ(t).
The effective noise intensity D that is used to evaluate theoretical value of C 1 throughout the original paper is inaccurate. In Sec. III A, we derived the piecewise-linear FitzHugh-Nagumo (plFHN) neuron model, and we introduced the noise scaling ξ (t) → 7τ ξ(t) in correspondence with the time scaling t → 7τt. However, the noise should be scaled as ξ (t) → √ 7τ ξ(t). Therefore, the plFHN neuron mode I in Eq. (6) and (A1) should read Likewise, the plFHN neuron mode II in Eq. (A6) should read
The effective noise intensity D, defined in the third paragraph of Sec. III A, the first paragraph of Sec. III B, the third paragraph of Appendix A1, and the fourth paragraph of Appendix A2, should read
Furthermore, we used an incorrect assumption regarding σ (D) 2 , the variance of the noise component η(t) in Eq. (29). We assumed that R 1,2 y,i (t) is a Poisson process and therefore σ (D) 2 = R 0 (described in the second paragraph of Sec. III E and the caption of 
where T z is the first passage time in either left or right branch, and In short, our results are qualitatively and quantitatively almost unchanged, and therefore the conclusions of the original paper are still valid.
Furthermore, we would like to correct a typographical error. Equation (13) 
